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of the animal life for the creation and differentiation of its
spontaneous activities; and that the analogies both of the
vegetable world, which makes very near approaches to
instinct, and of the reflex actions of animals, much more
favour the derivation of determinate directions of living
energy from insensible stimuli.

The law to which these remarks apply establishes a
marked difference between Darwin's and Spencer's concep-
tion of evolution. The doctrine of ' natural selectionJ and
'survival of the fittest' means that, out of innumerable
tentatives made at random by animals, the great majority
come to nothing, but the exceptionally happy hits, that fall
in with the surrounding adjustments, make their footing
good, and stand. As this idea is applied not less to what
the animal does than to what his structure is or becomes, it
presupposes that he can and will put forth actions hurtful
to himself and doomed to have no future, and that m
number out of all proportion to the few successes. On the
other han 1, Spencer's law apparently affiims in the last
paragraph of the foregoing note, th.it, prior to the evolution
of consciousness in living things, their serviceable activities
had already bespoken all its pleasures, and their injurious
activities, all its pains: so that the animal, moved only by
the plcasantest, was secure of doing always the fittest too,
a rule which bars out all failure, and strictly obliges the
creature to walk only on the narrow rail of the most useful.
In this way, the selection of the fittest is not left to be
wrought out as the issue of an indefinite lottery of hedonist
trial and error; but, as a congenital condition of emerging
sentiency itself, is thrown back for its origin upon the
earlier history of unconscious phenomena, where no help
is to be had from pleasure and pain. Mr. Spencer finds
its counterpart and presage there, in the plant-physiology,
whence it is handed over ready-made to the animals, after
having been itself formed bj the process of 'accidental
variation,' He appears to me thus to change his working
principle of evolution on crossing the chasm (or, as he
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